May 3, 2006

to compete in a knowledge-based glob-
al economy. We have to have knowl-
edge-based jobs if our people are going
to work. This means we have to place
more emphasis on careers in science,
engineering, and math. Right now we
are not getting the job done.

Globally, the United States ranks
17th in the proportion of the college-
age population earning science and en-
gineering degrees, down from third
place several decades ago. In fact, the
percentage of 24-year-olds with science
or engineering degrees is now higher in
many industrialized nations. Countries
such as England, South Korea, Ger-
many, Australia, Singapore, Japan,
and Canada all produce a higher per-
centage of science and engineering
graduates than we.

The National Academy of Sciences
released a report this fall, entitled
“Rising Above the Gathering Storm,”
that recommends action the Federal
Government should take to enhance
our ability to compete in a global mar-
ketplace. The recommendations range
from those that will improve our Na-
tion’s math and science course work
and establish a workforce of qualified
teachers who will prepare our students
for futures in highly innovative careers
to the critical need for energy inde-
pendence and investment in research.
It is hard for me to believe the statis-
tics that came out of the report. Half
the teachers who teach math and
science today are not qualified to teach
the subjects.

I did a survey of our State univer-
sities to find out how many people
graduated to teach physics. Thirteen
was the number. How in the world can
we keep going with that kind of
record?

I am encouraged that the President
recognized that America needs to wake
up and build a new infrastructure for
competitiveness, and I applaud his
American competitiveness agenda.
Also, I joined a number of my col-
leagues as an original cosponsor of the
Protecting  America’s Competitive
Edge Act, or PACE. This legislation is
aimed at improving our Nation’s com-
petitiveness through advancement and
emphasis on math and science edu-
cation. Like the President’s initiative,
this legislation is comprehensive and it
is aimed to increase our Nation’s re-
search capacities and emphasize strong
science and math education. However,
it will require a larger national com-
mitment to reengage our Nation’s
youth in science and math, similar to
our response in the late 1950s to Rus-
sia’s launch of Sputnik and the ensuing
space race.

Here the President’s budget falls far
short of what is necessary to fulfill the
recommendations of the report. In
other words, if we are going to really
do something about this crisis that we
have in terms of math and science, we
are going to have to fund the rec-
ommendations from the National Acad-
emy of Sciences. The only thing that is
being funded right now in the Presi-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

dent’s competitiveness agenda is re-
training of teachers in high school,
making the research and development
credit permanent, and doing some work
in research that will help us deal with
our energy crisis. The portion of the re-
port that talks about scholarships from
the Department of Energy is not fund-
ed. The report calls for 25,000 scholar-
ships out of the Department of Energy
at $20,000 a year to encourage people to
study engineering.

It also provides out of the Depart-
ment of Education $20,000 a year for
students to take math, science, infor-
mation technology, and education
courses. And they commit that after 5
years they will teach for 5 years. In
other words, they will get their under-
graduate degree and teach for 5 years.
During those 5 years, the National
Science Foundation will pay them
$10,000 more than what the local school
district pays them. So it is a real com-
prehensive effort to deal with the crisis
that we have today in terms of pro-
viding the scientists we need to get the
job done.

The bottom line is, we don’t need less
revenue; we need more revenue. As a
Wall Street Journal article states:

Federal taxes amounted to 17.5 percent of
gross domestic product, up from a modern
low of 16.3 percent in 2004.

That is one of the reasons the debt
has gone up so much, like a rocket. It
is because in 2004, we were only taking
in 16.3 percent of our GDP in revenue.
But it was well below the high of 21
percent that we had in 2000. That was
too much.

Continuing from the Wall
Journal:

Keeping the tax burden low is going to be
difficult. Last year, the federal government’s
spending exceeded its tax take by about $318
billion. And the retirement of the baby-boom
generation starting in 2011 could cause
spending on big-ticket federal retirement
programs to jump.

That is the quote from the Wall
Street Journal. The only thing that
bothers me about the quote is that
they reported the debt last year of $318
billion. That is what they reported.
The fact is, from an accrual basis—it
comes out of the Department of the
Treasury—we increased the debt by
$740 billion. But we only report to the
American people $318 billion. Several
weeks ago, we were talking about the
fact that the Treasury announced that
on an accrual basis we increased our
debt by that amount of money. Some-
one said, why don’t we keep our books
on the accrual basis? Somebody said,
for goodness sakes, we cannot do that
because they will find out how much in
debt we are and how much our budgets
are not balanced.

So I think that with the baby boom
generation starting to retire in 2011, we
will have some real problems. The sim-
ple fact is we cannot have it all. We
need to set priorities and make hard
choices; otherwise, our children will
end up paying for it. Our forefathers
recognized the inequity of passing on
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debt to future generations. George
Washington in his Farewell Address
stated:

[Avoid] the accumulation of debt, not only
by shutting occasions of expense, but by vig-
orous exertion in time of peace to discharge
the debts which unavoidable wars may have
occasioned, not ungenerously throwing upon
posterity the burden which we ourselves
ought to bear.

Again, he said ‘‘not ungenerously
throwing upon posterity the burden
which we ourselves ought to bear.”

I have to say this, and I know it is
controversial, but if you look at the ex-
traordinary costs that we had with the
war and homeland security and
Katrina, the logical thing that one
would think about is to ask for a tem-
porary tax increase to pay for them.
Did you hear that? Ask for a temporary
tax to pay for it, instead of saying we
will let our kids take care of it; we will
let our grandchildren take care of it.
No, we are not doing it. The people who
are sacrificing today in this country
are the ones who have lost men and
women in our wars. The people who
have sacrificed today are the ones who
have come back without their arms
and legs—thousands of them. They are
making the sacrifice.

The question I ask is, what sacrifice
are we making?

Anyone in the know who is watching
us has to wonder about our character,
our intellectual honesty, our concern
about our national security, our Na-
tion’s competitiveness in the global
marketplace now and in the future and,
last but not least, our don’t-give-a-
darn attitude about the standard of liv-
ing and quality of life of our children
and grandchildren.

The question is, are we willing to be
honest with ourselves and the Amer-
ican people and make these tough deci-
sions? My two models when I was
mayor and Governor were ‘‘together we
can do it,” and our State motto, ‘“With
God All Things Are Possible.”

I am prayerful that the Holy Spirit
will inspire us to make those tough de-
cisions and do what is right for our
country.

I yield the floor.

GUN TRAFFICKING: A NATIONAL
ISSUE REQUIRING NATIONAL AT-
TENTION

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, last Tues-
day, 15 mayors from a diverse group of
cities around the country gathered in
New York City for a mayors’ summit
on illegal guns. This summit provided
an excellent opportunity to share gun
violence prevention strategies, engage
experts, and coordinate future national
outreach and lobbying efforts for the
safety of their cities. I commend those
who participated for their willingness
to work together to address the gun vi-
olence issues that plague communities
across our country.

One of the major issues discussed by
the mayors last week was the buying
and selling of guns by ‘‘straw pur-
chasers.” Straw purchasers play a crit-
ical role in the illegal trafficking of



